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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/16/2010 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant traverses the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 in that there is sufficient discussion 
in the specification and the figures to support the subject matter of "at least one area". 

It is noted that the rejections is not questioning support for a particular feature recited in 
the claims. 

The raised question regards the antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claims 1, 
6 and 17 recites the limitation "which of selected ones of said at least one area" and "selected 
ones of said at least one area" respectively. 

The supposed selection appears to be a process/methods step or the like which some how 
take place, an such cannot be found in the claim. The claims does not set forth any selection, tt is 
not clear what, when or how a selection is made in the claims to such "each of said at least one 
area". 

Furthermore, only one area is required by the claim , making unclear as to what or 
when a selection of the "each of said at least one area" is being, was or were made. There is 
nothing in the claims that leads to a selection of an "each" of the "of said at least one area". 

Applicant argues the that Takahashi et al. fails to disclose any association of the DMW's 
in the form of an area, associated with a first one of said at least one area, comprising signals 
indicating which of selected ones of said at least one area for storing disc management 
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information is in use, each of said signals being related to a corresponding one of said at least 
one area for storing disc management information. 

As acknowledged by the Applicant, only one area is required by the claim. Takahashi 
meets and discloses the one an only required area predicated to be interpreted by the claimed 
invention, and where clearly discloses "an area" 14 "that is associated" and corresponding with 
every at least one (i.e. each) area 21/15; DMWA, which is for disc management information. 
Area (14) comprising signals indicating that such area for defect management information is in 
use, since the recording/reproducing apparatus obtains latest DMWA by the associating it's 
corresponding area 14. Takahashi et al clearly specifies that recorded area 14, which when 
recorded implies having such signals that defines neighboring areas between the recorded latest 
DMWA (in use) and unrecorded DMWA (not in use). Contrary to Applicant's assertion, 
Takahashi et al do in fact discloses in forma of an area associated because also area 14 contains 
the defect list positional information for each of its corresponding "selected" DMWA . 

As acknowledged by the Applicant, Takahashi discloses an area 1 4 that is associated 
with a single area 21/15 and that each area 21/15 has its own corresponding area 14, that 
corresponds to the single one and only one area required by the broadest reasonable 
interpretation predicated by the claim. 

Applicant's arguments are no t found compelling. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-8 and 10-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1, 6 and 17 recites the limitation "which of selected ones of said at least one area" 
and "selected ones of said at least one area" respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. It is not clear what, when or how a selection is made in the claims 
to such "each of said at least one area". Furthermore, only one area is required by the claim, 
making unclear as to what or when a selection of the "each of said at least one area" is being, 
was or were made. There is nothing in the claims that leads to a selection of an "each" of the "of 
said at least one area". 

Corresponding dependent claims fall together accordingly 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claim 1-8 and 10-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated by 
Takahashi et al. WO2004/059648. 

As per claim 1, Takahashi et al discloses a record carrier (1) comprising at least one area 
(21/15; DMWA) for storing disc management information, said record carrier further comprising 
an area (14), associated with a first one of said at least one area, comprising signals indicating 
which of " selected ones of each of ' said at least one area for storing disc management 
information is in use, each of said signals being related to a corresponding one of said at least 
one area for storing disc management information (see Figs. 2, 5, 6, 8; corresponding description 
for the drawings; for example see page 27 line 16 to page 36 line 4). 

As per claim 2, Takahashi et al discloses wherein the area comprising signals indicating 
which of said at least one area for storing disc management information is in use is located inside 
said a first one of said at least one area for storing disc management information (see #14; Fig. 
2). 
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As per claim 3, Takahashi et al discloses wherein the area comprising signals indicating 
which of said at least one area for storing disc management information is in use is located 
adjacent to said first one of said at least one area for storing disc management information (see 
#14; Fig. 2). 

As per claim 4, Takahashi et al discloses wherein the signals indicating which of said at 
least one area for storing disc management information is in use are clusters on said record 
carrier (1 block; see page 29, lines 10-1 1), said clusters comprising marks for indicating a first 
status of said areas for storing disc management information and comprising no marks for 
indicating a second status of said areas for storing disc management information (see Figs. 6, 8; 
page 28 lines 9-20; page 29 lines 10-20). 

As per claim 5, Takahashi et al discloses the first status indicates that a corresponding 
area of said at least one area for storing disc management information is in use (See for instance 
and for example le Fig. 8 (a), DMWA # 1, and the second status indicates that the areas for 
storing disc management information are not in use (DMWA#2). 

As per claim 6, is drawn to the method of recording the above record carrier having 
limitations similar to the ones treated above, and is rejected for the same reasons of anticipation 
(see Fig. 5 process of how the areas are found and retrieved). 
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As per claim 7, Takahashi et al discloses wherein the step of accessing the area 
comprising signals indicating which of said at least one area for storing disc management 
information are in use consist referencing to a predefined location on the record carrier (see Fig. 
6). 

As per claim 8, Takahashi et al discloses wherein the step of retrieving the disc 
management information comprises retrieving pointer information from a predefined location in 
the determined last area for storing disc management information in use, and subsequently 
retrieving the disc management information by using said pointer information (see Fig. 5; step 
#602; 603). 

As per claims 10, 11, 14, 15, Takahashi et al discloses "explicitly" identifies said first one 
of at least one area (as provided by the search in for example step 601 of Fig. 5) and "implicitly" 
identifies said first one of at least one area (as provided by the search jumping to a boarder 
between the recorded and unrecorded area of Fig. 6). 

As per claims 12, 13 and 16, Takahashi et al discloses whether the first one of said at 
least one area and the area comprising the signals are contained at a "known region" of said 
record carrier (see Fig. 2; known regions defined; for instance and one possible example Lead-in 
region). 

Claims 17-19, recites limitations similar to the ones treated above and are rejected for the 
same reasons of anticipation. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed 06/18/2010 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues the that Takahashi et al. fails to disclose any association of the DMW's 
in the form of an area, associated with a first one of said at least one area, comprising signals 
indicating which of selected ones of each of said at least one area for storing disc management 
information is in use, each of said signals being related to a corresponding one of said at least 
one area for storing disc management information. 

Takahashi et al clearly discloses "an area" 14 "that is associated" and corresponding with 
every at least one (i.e. each) area 21/15; DMWA, which is for disc management information. 
Area (14) comprising signals indicating that such area for defect management information is in 
use, since the recording/reproducing apparatus obtains latest DMWA by the associating it's 
corresponding area 14. Takahashi et al clearly specifies that recorded area 14, which when 
recorded implies having such signals that defines neighboring areas between the recorded latest 
DMWA (in use) and unrecorded DMWA (not in use). Contrary to Applicant's assertion, 
Takahashi et al do in fact discloses in forma of an area associated because also area 14 contains 
the defect list positional information for each of its corresponding "selected" DMWA . 
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Closing Comments/Remarks 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JORGE L. ORTIZ CRIADO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7624. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri 10:00 am- 6:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wayne R. Young can be reached on (571) 272-7582. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jorge L Ortiz-Criado/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2627 



